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File: 0552.11

Song Her, Cierk to the Board

State Water Resources Control Board
Executive Office

1001 I Street, 24™ Floor
‘Sacramento, California 95814

Dear Song Her:
Subject: Comment Letter — May 3. 2006 Board Meeting - SSORP

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments on the proposed Sanitary Sewer
Overflow (SSO) discharge requirements. Please find our comments enclosed.

We commend the State Board for taking the Waste Dlscharge Requirement approach rather
than turning to an NPDES permit program.

We believe the recommendations provided in the enclosed comments will improve the
proposed SSO discharge requirements and provide a program that can be successfully
implemented.

If you have any questions on these comments, please call Olivia Todd, Engineering Technician,
extension 2200, :

Mark L. Johnson ,
Director of Engineering
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Coachella V—élley Water District Comments

Draft 63/24/2006 State Water Resources Control Board Order No. 2006 — Statewide
General Waste Discharge Requirements for Wastewater Collection System Agencies

1.

Finding 9. This plan requires uniform SSO reports and clectronic reporting. The
tull details of this reporting program are not available for comment. The
regulated community deserves the opportunity to evaluate this system and provide
public comment prior to the adoption of this reporting requirement. -

We understand some CIWQS reporting systems include fields that are filled in by
the program based on calculations or decision trees that are not obvious during
data entry. Responsible persons for sewer agencies can not properly certify data
that is created by the reporting system and may not be representative of the
observed event.

The requirement to perform electronic reporting can be added at a later date once

theireporting system has been fully developed and vetted. The District opposes
adapting the*req'uirement to perform electronic SSO reporting at this time. Instead
Finding 9 should read “A uniform SSO reporting and centralized statewide
electronic database system is being developed at this time. When the system is
completed a public comment period will be provided prior to adding this
electronic teporting requirement to the general waste discharge requirements for
wastewater collection system agencies.”

Definition 1. Sanitary Sewer Overflow - The definition for sanitary sewer
overflow fails to define the quantity of a sanitary sewer overflow that needs to be
reported because it may pose a risk to public health or the environment in .
accordance to section 13271 of the California Water Code. Section 2250, chapter
9.2, title 23 of the California Code of Regulations defines this quantity to be any
unauthorized discharge of 1,000 gallons or more. This criteria needs to be added
to this definition.

Provision 6 (iv). A majority of all SSOs are unintentional. It is impossible to
completely eliminate SSOs, which in fact are sometimes unavoidable. The Boards
enforcement should be discretionary. By including an affirmative defense
definition/clause, the enrollee will be protected from unnecessary enforcement
actions when “The discharge was exceptional, unintentional, temporary, and
caused by factors beyond the reasonable control of the Enrollee;”

More importantly, please describe the process of appealing an unfavorable
judgment of the Board. The Plan should include “The Enrollee has 30 days to
file for an appeal regarding the judgment of the Board. This appeal should

_contain the reported events of the SSO along with the Board’s decision, and the

requested change to the judgment. The Board will respond to the appeal within
14 days.” : :

Provision 13 (iii) (a). Preventing all illicit discharges into the system, as required
by this provision, especially infiltration and inflow would be infeasible. Sewers
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